Civil Action No. 



06-0782 RMU 



Case 1 :(!)6-cv-60782-RMU Document 22 Filed 08/1 0/2006 Ff age 1 of 1 6 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

LESTER JON RUSTON, § 

Plaintiff, § 

vs. 

BARBARA S. RIGGS, 

Defendant, 

PLAINTJIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DIS^HlSS 

Comes now. Plaintiff, Lester Jon Ruston, and files this, his Oppoy^:|ro(t})^jn|s\/ ^ [j 

Dismiss or Transfer, and would show as follows 

NANCY MAYER WHITTtNGTON, CLERK 
„ ^ U.S,llSTWCTCiURT 
Said filing is uKitimely. Plaintiff was never served any "extension by the 



Defendant's Motion to 



Court to file this Motion, therefore his Motion for Default Judgment 



Plaintiff is held at [the F.C.I. Seagoville, and was arrested in Farnjers Branch, Texas 



Armando Fernandez, 
s 241, 242 and 



C. § 3056, which 



on an invalid State of Texas "warrant" by Federal Agents, including 

of the Secret Service;, in alleged criminal violation of 18 U.S.C. S'l 

1201. Said "deprivatibn" of constitutional rights is claimable, purs|uant to 42 U.S.C. 

§ 1983. 

II. 
Defendant's "duties" of office are clearly specified in 18 U.S.l 
do not include kidnapping and torture, nor do they include aiding and abetting perjury 
and subornation of perjury, as clearly articulated in this complaint. Defendant did 
clearly obstruct freedom of information request #20050373 with her staff member Kathy 
J. Lyerly, which occurred in this District, giving this Court subject matter juris- 
diction. Further, Defendant has engaged with B.O.P. "staff" to "tortjure" Plaintiff 
and are attempting to and have committed "battery" on Plaintiff, to 
justifies complaint and request for Injunctive relief. Further, Plaintiff was just 
placed in Administrative Detention, in retaliation for this and other civil filings, 
which violates his 8t[h Amendment protected rights, due to the alleg4tions of this 
complaint (see Exhibit "A" attached), as held in Allah v. Seiverling, 229 F.3d 220 



AUG 1 Z006 



should prevail. 



this filing, which 



ongoing, and are 
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(3rd Cir. 2000). K 6 of Defendant's motion states her letter was "undated", when it was 
clearly dated October 28, 2005 and certified. 

All references tcj previous actions omit the acts of Armando Fernandez on or about 
May 22, 2004, which tlje Defendant is obstructing, grounds for relief, which can be 
easily proven at tria:^ and through deposition. Plaintiff objects to "Standard of Review", 

\ III. 

Plaintiff has alleged specific acts by the Defendant, which are 
allegedly violating statutory and constitutional rights that a reasonable person should 
know. Plaintiff objectls to "Argument". Plaintiff's right to relief is clearly specified 
in 18 U.S.C. §§ 3771 ind 3521. Plaintiff does not hold himself out to be an attorney, 
and will remind the C(j)urt to construe liberally, pursuant to Haifies v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 
519.bPlaintiff will remind this Honorable Court of the D.C. Circuit' $ holding in Brown 
V. Plant, 131 F.3d 16:i (D.C. Cir. 1997). Defendant claimed, in wrltihg, to have investi- 
gated, then did obstruct justice and is committing "Witness Tampering 
with B.O.P. personnel. All references to 06-0040 suppress the "fact" 
commit "fraud" as soo^i as they got this matter, resulting in an "orde 
Jane Boyle and fraud ^y A. Joe Fish in Ruston v. United States, 3:06- 
Sam Lindsay via a Rulfe 59(e) Motion to Amend or Alter Fish's latest 
act of fraud and judicial misconduct, suppressed by Defendant's. 

IV. 

Allegations of "^l.I.C.O." are also easily proven at trial. Defendant has conspired 
with two Texas lawfir^s to commit "Extortion" and mail fraud, and to 



l" to this filing 
that Dallas did 

er" of recusal of 
238-L, now before 

"judgment", i.e. 



bookmaking operating 
motions and "public r 
Collin County, Texas 



and drug trafficking ring, clearly demonstrated 

ecord" in Piano I.S.D. v. Ruston, 380-786-98 District Court 380, 



and Ruston v. Sandoval, 4:00-CV-341 Eastern Die 
Sherman Division. Hurjdreds of "victims" have suffered at the hands ci 
two lawfirms, on publ^ic record. The Defendant's conspiracy with David Hamilton is also 
easily shown at trial and "discovery", which Defendant is obstructing, which destroyed 
Plaintiff's business, Penguin Enterprises Unlimited. Plaintiff will 
Court he is jailed, due to Defendant, illegally, citing Cruz v. Betd) 



aid and abett a 
An "discovery" 



trict of Texas, 
if fraud by these 



also remind the 

, 405 U.S. 319, 322 
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iMm^ifoti^ fi 



(1972) and Conley v. (fibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46 (1957). Defendant is 
kidnapping and torture: 

Plaintiff object 
never been claimed. PJ 



to false claim of Res Judicata. Armando Fernaijidez actions have 
intiff relied on Coui'l for Serx/lCi. 



KtSfuTfvLjCi So&nmiO^ 




aiding and abetting 



'^/ A-ia Del S 






iixiti'-i-ni 



Cf^iciihun Of siwiCE 




Lfs a, /CviTo^ 









J 
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jL^ F.34 2.:iD(Hd aa. ^») 



?c> 



c 



TO: Special Mousiing U 

f'E^OM : J . Budzin% ki , Lieutenant 




(Name and Titl 



SUBJECT: Placement of juston, Lester 
in Administrative Detention 



Reg No 26834-177 J-A-Unit 



a) 

b) 

X c) 
d) 



Is pending ^ hearing for violation of Bureau regulations 

Is pending investigation of a violation of Bureau regulations 

Is pending :j.nvestigation or trial for a criminal act; 

Is to be adijiitted to Administrative Detention 
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Hewitt ]/^ 

6ttTUt^> 



1) 



Since I the inmate has requested admission for protection: lYUi^^C. 

I hereby request placement in A/D for my protection. '^^C7oJ /SlJi^ 

Inmat^ signature and number 



Staff 



witness (Printed/Signature) 



2) 



C 



Since] a serious threat exists to the individual's safety as perceived by 
staff ^ although person has not requested admission, referral of the 



necessary information will be forwarded to the UDC 
hearing. 



. e) 
. f) 

g) 



(DHO for appropriate 



Is pending transfer or is in hold-over status pending transfer. 

Is pending Classification; or 

Is terminating confinement in Disciplinary Segregation and has been ordered into 

Administrative Detention by the Warden's designee. 

It is this officer's decision based on all the circumstances that the above named 
inmate s continued presence in the general population poses a threat to life, property, 
self, other inmates, or to the security of or orderly running 
because 



YOU WERE PIACED IN ADMIN]gSTRATIVE DETENTION P ENDING INVESTIGATION FOR THREATENING A GOVERNM ENT 
OFFICIAL . T — " ■ 



Therefore, the above namjed inmate is to be placed in A' 
notice. The inmate received a copy of this Order ^ 
Staff witness Printed Name/Signature: B. LANDIN/ j|i# ^ 




cc: Inmate - Captain - Unit Manager - Operations Lieutenant - Central File 






of the institution 



ention until further 
08-02-06/ 4:56P.M 



c 



h^yikn 



"A' 



/u^TonJ i/> f'i(>(>S 






VI 



_ , Filecl/^8/4,0/20Q6 
NI6 IJ^A l(oST;y^ 
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QOEY OF UTTER TO j fil^ . ^ 

F.B.I. SPECIAL Askr / 

April 21. 1999 ^^ qy^^ HA5-t^^0 /^^ frU. 

Dear Agent Hodges, ATTOg^ C^£l^LS OfftOS. S^-' 

You asked for fufther evidence of bribery of District Judge Oiaries Sat^dovaL 
following: 



Pages o>16 



Charles Sandoval 
He )& now trying 
Timothy Brightm^ 



conspired to have me 
desperately to cover up bis involvement, as are PISD 



I attended a 

I passed him in th^ 

on it so they coul(^ 



hearing 



During this 
attorney on my 
on February 18th 
reporter, can 



ventj' 



1 discussed this in 
a bold faced lie. 
for The State 
all the time, 
State around $10^1 




copy OF UETTER TO F.B.I. FLAK) BHREAP-XITLri 

unlawfully committed to wTchitaPia 

anil 



their attorney, X 



hearing on April 16, J999 in Sandoval's court. He almost had a 
hall. They did not expect me to attend, in fact, I believe 
raihoad me back into their jail 



heart attack when 
ihey were counting 



Sandoval stated^ on record, he had never heard oi 
coimpetency/mental health hearing. Dan Wilson walked in^o 
to take over xny case, Sandoval denied his motion. Lisji 
this fact at 972-424-1460 ext 4661. 



person with Danny on Monday April 19, 1999. He 
rt)anny can be reached at 972-562-0777. 1 did a nice piec^ 
of texas while in Wichita Falls. CoUin County is sending 
courtesy of the Judges and Thomas S» O'Conncll, Jr. My 
000.00, which upsets The State MHMR- 



act 



The Piano Police^ are a waste of time. I have asked for their help, 

intelligence on LJidkey, they hate my guts. The feeling is mutual, 
anything. His "leglal advisor" is answering everything for him. 



Federal 



0^ 



I am going to 
has intelligence 
civO rights. 
up with my-Fedeial 



Tim Brightman, 
file false police 
writing and The 



attorney for PISD, has told several people, including my 
Reports on me repeatedly, to discredit me. My brother 
Carrollton Police are now investigating my sister for 



\% 



Court with this people. One of my legal advisors 
the CoUin County Judges you won't believe- They are 
Contact Dariiel at 214-521-4394. He is a former Dallas County Jiidge 
lawyer, Richard Howard IV. 



similat 



Sandoval is ordeijing me to let PISD know where I live. These people 
killed and have filed false police reports, threatened to "make up charges" 
much more evidepce do you need? You are the smartest investigator I 
matter, I tryed to get Danielle Aleman's help. She is useless. I am 
investigator than her. 






Dan Wilson, my 

Sandovaf s court 

M. Renfro, court 



laugijied and said it was 

of detective work 

ie there illegally 

of fraud cost the 



peopk 



however, due to iiay 
Glas»:ock won't ans^'er 



Daniel Perez. He 

regularly violating 

I hooked him 



jamily members, to 
admitted to it in 
actions. 



has 



threatened to have me 



a gainst me etc. How 

have talked to in this 

00 times a better 
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■S?S^3„™i>^S°!!L^^ 2 OF 2 F.B.I. LETTER-^ SPECIAL AGISNT KIRT HDDGES OF 
FLAW) BUREAU, REra|RRED TO DALLAS SPECIAL AGEMT E. DANIELLE ALEMA? ^^ 



pi^two 



iXhii/iir "a^ (LupoJ V. Kica 



"Court" appointed 
them. 



You understood my situation and tl» law Ijctter than some lawyers I have talked to. Both 

~ and Sandoval tcD 



lawyers are full of crap. They arc doing what O'Conncil 



I was toM by Gleni|i Adams, second "court appointed" attorney that I was ^ 
with the attcmpte<|l murder of my brother. The problem with this is that It 



to be charged 
never happened. 



going 



I want Adams to e^lain this to you as nqr sister told me he is being threatened 
cither O'ConnclI qr Sandoval I sent a sworn affidavit to The Piano Police Jo 
but I am counting ion nothing from them. 



M\tcontact5 on th€i Dallas Police .tol<i me to file civil cases on my family me^ibers, which I am 
doing, to stop the felsc police reports. ' 



chambers. 

Instead of form leilters 
of your guidelines 
contacted Al Gore 
told mc he did not 
Governor" does 
Abernathy's lawfirna 
his^ncstcgg.Iwouii 



Tim Brightman claiimed no invohnffment in the Wichita Fiajls incident. He 
also walked into cburt April 16, 1999, with Charles Sandoval, side by 



orchestrated it He 
side into Sandoval's 



from Dillon, either help me investigate this matter 
for Richard Howard- The media is on this case as is 
regarding this matter. I believe they are interested sincj; 
have a role in investigating organized crime in his state 
care about criminal activity in Piano ISD. They 
for years and Abemathy has proven he will violate 
dig into his records b^ time. 



hot 



Stite 



Homer Reynolds, ^ Piano lawyer, has intelligence on Abemathy that could 
you. As I have stated, I am a damn good investigator, I really don't want to 
please consider mq for Federal Witness Protection. 



Sincerity, 




^J.Ruston 
P.O. Box 703-853 
Dallas, Texas 7537^ 



Oi>-oi9Z ^HJ 



by someone, 
investigate this, 



or send mc a copy 

"Vijashington now. I 

Governor Bush 

'The Education 

have bankrolled 

law to protect 



prove helpful to 
die, so would you 



/W57*»J 
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fo/i /< (^aiT OF 

0>i^r\ hJ0(L)% 



-^ 



InhiW UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUBh" 

. 1 i5^-jA]L\UU.. FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEJXAS 



SHERMAN DIVISION 



LESJ.RUStON 

VS. 

JUDGE CHABLES SANDOVAL 



§ CIVIL ACTH 
§ JURY 



BY 



OMtDllMUMaOERK 



§ U/uT Of HA^jAPi^hiJsjAyr Oock/ttcp 



ORDER G JRANTING DEFENDANT SANDOVAL'S MOTION lOR SANCTIONS 



On December 1 , 2000, M 2:00 p jn. a hearing was held on Defendant Sandoval's Motion 
ForSanctioins And Briefin Support. All the parties were duly notified of]the hearing which was 
set by ORDEli of this Court The Plaintiff failed to appear. Defendant Sandoval was represented 
by his coimsc il Robert J. Davis. 

The defendant complied widiFED.R.Clv.P. 1 1 (C)( 1)( A), m that couii|sei for Judge Sandoval 
sent a letter \o Plaintiff and requested that he dismiss die fiivolous claims made against Judge 
Sandoval. In response, on September 20, 2000, Plaintiff left a Areatenirg voice mail wherein 
Plaintiff refill to dismiss Judge Sandoval 

Having reviewed die pleadings and other documents in this case, listened to argument and 
evidence presented by counsel Robert Davis, and considmd DEFENDANT ! 
For SANcn(|)NS And Brief in Support, this Court is of the opinion tl^at Defendant Charles 
Sandoval's B.equest for Sanctions should be granted. 

Based on die pleadings on file in this case, DEFENDANT Sandoval's KIotion for Summary 
Judgment and documents attached thereto, Defendant Sandoval's Motion for Expedited 
Hearing Gnj Motion For Sanctions and documents attached thereto, Defendant Sandoval's 
Motion FoK Sanctions And Brief in Support, and the evidence presenjted by counsel Robert 
Davis, the C^urt finds that PlaintifTs lawsuit was filed for the purpose of harassment and to seek 



FILED 

U& or i^iCT COURT 




Sandoval's Motion 



. »ts 



ORDER ORAKTIMO DEFENDANT SANDOVAL'S MOITON FOR SANCHONS 



F4el 



Case 1 :66-cv- 
m BE ItUSltX} PAGE 
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revenge &on^ the Presiding Judge in a civil case in violation of FED. R. Civ . P. 1 1 . It is clear from 
the evidence! presented and the documents attached to DEFENDANT Sandoval's Motion for 
Summary Jldgment and Defenda>4t Sandoval's Motion forExped^d Hearing On Motion 
For Sanctic )NS ^t Plaintiff is dangerously irrational and using litigation as a tool to harass Judge 
Sandoval an4 Collin County. 

As detailed in Defendant Sandoval's Motion for Summary JijnxsMENT and found by 
this Court iiji its ORDER of October 5, 2000, granting sununary judgment. Judge Sandoval is 
completely immune from PlJEuntiffs claims by virtue of his Judicial In^munity and Qualified 
Immunity. [Plaintiff has violated Fed. R. Civ. P. because he has no good 



extension, niodification or reversal of existing law or the establishment of new law; which would 



justify Plaintiifrs complete disregard of the doctrines of judicial immunity and qualified immunity. \ 

Although thje law in this area has been well established for years, the Plaintiff has openly 

disregarded It in his zeal to harass Judge Sandoval and cause Judge Sandoval to incur unnecessary 

costs and expenses, 

The Court further finds that Plaintiffs history of threats, criming conduct and mental 

instability, a|ong with his current threatening communications to Judge Sajndoval and his counsel 

Robert L Dayis, necessitates the imposition of furtiicr orders by this Court It appears to the Court 

^ that Plaintiff intends to contmue to misuse the legal system by filing additional claims against Judge 

Sandoval, Cbllin County, and their Counsel Thus, the Court hereby finds that to deter PlaintifTs 

abusive litigi ition, an order should be entered prohibiting Plaintiff from initiating any more lawsuits 

concerning t tie allegations contained in the instant lawsuit against: (l)Judj;e Sandoval, (2) Collin 

County, (3) iny officers, a^nts, servants or employees of Collin County, 4nd (4) the undersigned 

I I 

Counsel anq his Firm. Moreover, a standing Order should be entered prohibiting Plaintiff fiom 

initiating anV more lawsuits against: (1) Judge Sandoval, (2) CoUin C(|unty, (3) any officers, 




&i11i argument for the 



Ciinz 



7 



ORDER GRAKTINO DEFENDANT SANDOVAL'S MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 



Page! 
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/CjiT^ 



u. ftiU^ O(j-onr^ f^nJ 



i^ToCTloJ 



agents, servantti or employees of Collin County, and (4) the undersigned 
andhis Firm until it has first been reviewed by the Court for a determination 
a legitimate roiuest for reUef and approved by the Court for filing and seiV< 
rr IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the following Sanctions 
Plaintifrs abu|»ive tactics and deter such conduct in the future by Plaintiff or 

(1) Defendant Charles Sandoval is hereby awarded his costs 
amount ofEigihtThousandThreeHundredFoi 

($8,347.69), few which let execution issue. Such amount 
: registry of the court within thirty days from the entry of this 




(2) 






Plaintiff Les Ruston is expressly prohibited from initiating 
conceraing the aUegations contained in the instant lawsujt 
Sandoval, (2) Collin County, (3) any ofBcers, agents, 
Collin County, and (4) the undersigned Counsel Robert X 



(3) 



Matthews, Carlton, Stein, Shiels, Pearce, Dunn & Kj^ott and any ofiBcaif. 
Ti^StsT setvanis m mipluyees of said W fmf 

Plaintiff Us Ruston is expressly prohibited firom initiating any more lawsuits of any 
kind or any nature against (1) Judge Sandoval, (2) Collin County, (3) any officers, 
agents, servants or employees of CoUin County, and (4) the i 
VobertjTDavisW his Firm Matthews, Carlton, Stein. Shiels. Pearce, Dunn 
$L KNOTT and any officers, agents, servants or employees of said Firm until it has 
first been reviewed by the Court for a determination that die claims set fiwth a 
legitimate request for relief and approved by the Court for filing and service. 



TaauC 

6aiajJ[S f'u^io 
Thai % CaiH 

OtDBRORANrtNQ DEFENDANT SANDOVAL'S MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 



Coubsel Robert J. Davis 
thit the claims set forth 



are imposed to hah 
others: 



and kttomey's fees in the 



•rty Seven Dollars and Sixty Nine Cents 



shaill be tendered to the 



Order. 



any more lawsuits i 
against (1) Judge 
servants or employees of 
Davis and his Firm 



PigeS 
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and by ceitifijsd 
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I/' /^/66S OCp-on^:^ ^nJ 



fidlure of Plaintifr to pay the attorney's fees and costs listed titis Order, as well as 



the odicr terms of this Order, shall result in such additiohal 
ms just and fiur under the evidence. 
The deric of Ais Court shaUserveacopy of this Order upon Lea. J. ^ton by regular mail 

mail, letum Teceqit requested. 



and further sanctions 



SIGNED this. 



:z^ 



d^of 




2000. 




*^^^<i^^t/-nyi 



PAUL BROWN j 

UNITED STATES DISTKMTT JUDGE 



ORSBR ORANtlNO DBFBHDAKr SANDOVAL'S MOWON TOR SANCTIONS 
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no: 



p4 district court 

IRTBIKN 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CC ui^t 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TlJxAS 

DALLAS DIVISION 



LESTER JON RUSTTON 

V. 

UNITED STATES $ECRET SERVICE 



) 
) 
) 
) 
) 



CLERI4 U^ DISTRICT COURT 
By. 



3-06-CV-238-B 



ORDER ACCEjhriNG FINDINGS. CONCT TTSIONS AND WFrOMlVflf MnAXT^iM 



QF 



THE UNIT ED STATES M AGISTRATE X\mav 

United States ^agistrate Judge TO iam F. Sanderson, Jr., made findings, cgnclusions 



arecommendatioii in this case. No objections were filedJThe District Court reviewed the 




DISTRICT OFTEXAS 

FILED 



MAR222006 



q j ppity 



proposed findings, coiiclusions and recommendation for plain error. Finding non^ the Court 

! / 

accepts the Findings, Conclusions and Recommendation of the United States Magistrate Judge. 



SO GRDEREIj) this ^ 



dayj 



/t}GHp>^ 








;D STATES DISTRIC 



/(Uum 



2<l US.L ^^U^U^) 



JUDGE 
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LESTER Ji^^' RUSIOK, 
Flaiatiff, 

mrvm statss sascasfr ssrvige. 



m im usiTSD STATJ^ DISTRICT (mm 

FDR im NDRTTIHIN DISTRTCT OF TEJCAS 



Ar?$us A?^n sccffPtia'is 'fo -pth H\Gtsn>ATR jltoks ^.terr 



Civil Action No. 3rT^-C/-0233-n-ECF 



Corns now, rl^ntiff, Lsiataar Jon il;-'Stcr!» a;it5 files fels, his 
tioas ta the 'lagisttat-*.- Jud^ts a-eporl** iv. llie alw/^KsnbsraT: an?? 
«cLii)u, ai>i would ^ilicf-* at follows: 

Plaintiff was iervad Ksoipy of i^iM. 'VeporL'* O'l or ab^ut !-iay 
Plaintiff's usail is 



icQ rt.^i3rt;:i€nt, in 
, § 1702 & 170.5. 



b43iijg ob8S;ruc£%?J &nd taRipi-caJ with b/ 4ihe Just 
ret^iliation rot- civil filings a-<»^ all the Ztsxsi ofva^^itti"! In U»?. 
ICl-C. Said acts ai'4 alleged erlwiiiialwiolatlood o? Title 1?^ U.5.C 

II. 
riaintiff, La4a«v Jou Huatw, filed Jrlils natter In WasT-dngtcyn 
denial of Ma Tctkr^l Tort CXaii^ aatrie, frorc '^arfeira P.lgga out of tte^hington, D.C. an^ 
all F&teral Judfeee ij«C'all«s sea Ij^aane fmi' <>ll«ge'' cvt'-vtnala, in violation of Titl« 
IS U.S.C. J: t%l "*?.!!. CO.** vjt'i crimes %<x.f n^r^eroijis ?•.'.:> list l^rft. 



a '^.iveuG** action ia 



styl'^d «sii:je- of 



, T>.c. becausei the 



nalntiff has fllad 
'^y style?? fiuston v. 



the >7*>atfei-n district of *^i-*$i=.a,rvl In ^Mmm CM 
Fish, at Bl CG-3C7?-|c^/^;>i^rr. Hiaistrate Jijdp, V(U\im T^n^xnrm ij. a liatsd Defendant 
and should havtt recuse::' hiiriself from this civil niattar, pvtrsajant t« Title 2% tl.S.C. § 
144 ord 435, ),^t did not. Plalntif^tes filed :?or ^ T*-»Tporary Restraining Order ftgaintt 
all listed Defendants, dtis to years of fraud &n^. abvusfs of prtxnaas, 
"Racoiaoendaticroj'* ia 



and SAnderson*8 
an **Exhlbit** In Affi;.tevit in antpcrt of a TJ^OJ ftanderaon has 



Bigxiad a fraudulant ^irrest warrant a^inst Plaintiff, his '^rrotive'' fw all allegations 



-1- 
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in the civil action in Itansas "ityv 



Texas, vnc htive tri 
used tV^ir courts t 
filed ai; objection 



in. 



Plaintiff is a resident of the "wsster*-' District cf yinsouri 



a Tafivorary ?,s3trainin£ Order against all State and Fer'eral Officials of the State of 



.ad to sjurd&r the Plaintiff, stalked the f?x^ir>tlff repeatedly, and 
.3 so'/<Er it up. Pursuant to Title 2?1 Tj.s.C, § l^i02(b), Plaintiff has 
to the ^.C. District Court for the transfer cr<|«>r, esyf clialleri»ed 



such, due to Uje all.egtti',in*i of Tact in Iff m Wmm 05~ltS03 Jm 



and h&B filed for 



Cir. Jan. 3006, yet 



to be acjiidicated. ?^gigt??»t« Ju^ S^nf^erscr h/^s swppr*»s<tf»<? !3ti«? I'Vact*' f^m Ms 



r««l 



F.rrist 'fST-raitt he 
, In allege^' criminal 



report, willfully c^-^ p!irp.j«?^fitVJ^ "^^ ^^i'soSivr^'* !-? t^v? Pr^T-^nl-r^nt 
fe-s pt^r'cx' jin.'* -Ja ijroTe liis «i coi-splrscy to '"•'rorttire" the Plaint! f 
vtoLUion of Title. t<* t*.«.f". ? ?340. 

vr, 

S-sr^crtcn h.-.-^ a,!-r sir.v.r^s.?';^-' .-> copy o^ ^-'^.ntlffVi ^/-orr, nfWf^At vi.^ retards 
to r^efer'.iijt, ..^i^ft-y ncn ri^^or.:', .^f «iftr- r?.c;. Sfcr-t renri.ce, vi^o j-..').Tr:itt.-<! pcryjo,' on 

R&.ct?.ti^lng *^^fi/3'< le<< by Ch^vUc «»rt<?ova1, of fUiw, T^xsin, Ur.t teown a'irfr-ws 12t2" 
Gt'.9--np..r'-:, ri.nno, -.|:vr? T*,'^?';. rr!^ ^d^^^v\ -.ic.r.roealo.. of r.d-1aic<^ is amrvt an.5 -^l«tt- 
inr: s crimfnal y!.ol.at.ior. of ntl^ IP, TI.S.C. ? 2M ^ far^ierson, hi?? ^'rotiW, 






n.^lntlff Has fjls?-:! n ffatlnn to Tranr^f^^r 7tyrv.3e, horh to '^.C. jjn^' to tha nallas 
Cm.'rt, -irrmfMtt to Tjitlc ?• n.«?.C. ? t4'v;(.,). ^^n^erson fsile-^ to f3^?n*it7n this in 



Defenj:?.-anti- for y^ar-i 



,7er.<!omlly Im^estlgat.::* ^y the n«lnfiff , "rncjtivs* for the inaant 
attacks hy t>e ??ot«ft^rp !>lptrict of Tatsris, n,*!!?? ^Ivtslcn Or^'.Trts. 
clerkS sre ••tr;?is^4ne" ?l»intiff»* fllingn and A. Jo* Ftsh, bR« OK^a^ mi<!t clerk'a 
to ohBtrttrit j»;3t1ci-, |t^ic^ cor*itut-r ^imiml c^wci-^n of r psiibTic sen^t, s^ise of 
cf.flciaJ -cr^i^cr'.ty <w| fnproper- <-.f7r*-jro-, »11 violatlonp of m« T«ik.s Penal Cede, 
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elom to thtt R^part 



VSwrttfoM, prasisM considered, Plaintiff dms file this, hiif 



que 

tlhtt 



Cwmsbl 



«kJ Racflwwiid atipgi? of the Hajj-rsttrat* Judgo* 
of taraperipg wlt*i Plaintiff's mil, tarn,, and tha involvammt of 
Offtco in th« alUsi^tiora of the vielittian of Stato of Faxaa «wl 
Wsintiff notili) W09^ tho Henorahlo Court to appoint ^'Spacial 
alM altegj»tl{3Wi, jsrratjant to Titla 28 O.S.C. § 391. 

Respactfully Stifareittod 

T^atwr .km f^unton #?68j34-177 

f.o. aox 4000 
' cwm:picATF OF si!!ima? 

A frtie and comecttfcwjoy of tha forBRoin«r Instnanmit wss sarv^ upon ti» elark of 
tf^ c«.?rt <» thiis 12th d»y of HSwwh, JWOS, by reimlm- 0,S. IWLI. 



AnsMRT and iacep- 
to the alla^tiona 
MiKMRMy c:an«tal*a 
ftederal lawsi the 
to inveati^te 



Awrrnvrr 

Ptmmmt tti Ht.|^ ^5, ?«!.!». r4v.Pro, th« Affiant doea state, ur^ fseralty of 
ane?at*«5iw of "fact" eontaimrf hMreln are trvm and oomnt to 
the beat of Affiant'* fmmrled|» and State of T'ejtaa mS Federal reeoU!a» awoni to under 
pmalty of Twrjr»ry wittt afflant*a aliwieture affix*!, purimiant to Title 28 O.S.C § 
17*r>. Wtiethmr, Afflartt jiayeth neiM^tt 



Laater Jim Rtiaton - DeeUnmt 
3-7-06 
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Psychological Evali|ation 

RUSTON, Lester 

Register Number 26834-177 

Psychological Tests 

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory - n (MMPI-II) 

Attended Competenlcy Group ten times 

Review of Records: 

National Criminal Information Center (NCIC) Record, dated June 13, 
Court Order Requesting Psychiatric Examination, dated May 30, 2001 
United States Marshals Tracking Sheet, dated May 1 1, 2001 (1 page) 



Records froiji Carlton C. McClarty, Assistant Federal Public Defender, various dates 
(161|pages) 



Records froiji Sergeant Patrick Mulkem, Criminal Intelligence Unit, P 
various dates (66 pages) 



P^kAiUN iH 



2001 (8 pages) 
(2 pages) 



ano, Texas, 



Eight voice mail messages of the defendant to various parties, from December 12, 2000, 
to May 7, 2001, provided by Sergeant Patrick Mulkem, Criminal Intelligence 
Unit,, Piano, Texas 

Records from Special Agent Michael A. Pritchard, United States Secret Service, various 
dates (5 pages) 

Voice mail recording of the defendant to Special Agent Thigpen, United States Secret 
Service, dated April 2, 2001 



Background Information 



questionable 



The defendant's replorted social history will be given in its entirety despite the 
reliability of his account. He indicated he was bom in Salt Lake City, Utah, to a Margaret and 
Victor Ruston, where he resided for the first nine years of his life prior to moving to Kansas City, 
Kansas, for three years, and then subsequently to Dallas, Texas. He volunteered his parents were 
divorced in 1976, biit initially denied having any current knowledge of them as he is "estranged 
from them." His mother indicated the divorce occurred in 1977. He stated, '*As far as I know 
they are in a cult and have mental problems." At a latter point in the interview, he volunteered 
his father remarried; briefly after the divorce and stated, "He's [father] in a culit. Mormons." 
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On May- 
was initiated at 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
0( - /O ^^^ lf,I^U ^"*" °^ trsMcription 



r ifi/17/2Q04 



survei 



Webb 
LESTER 
Arrest 



22, 2004, at approximately 5:00 AM 
was initiatea au: Revere Staffing Services (RSS) , 14720 
Road, Farmers Brinch, Texas in an attempt to arrest 
HUSTON pursuant Ito a Dallas County felony ^arrant, 
personnel included SSA Armando Fernandez, SAs Rolando R. 
Brooke Donahue, Ipiana Tenaglia, E. Danielle Aleman and 
Ellis, TFOs Glenii Bradshaw and Humberto Saucedo, and D- 
States Marshal (DUSM) Tom Schneider. 

5-10 AlFI - RUSTON was arrested after exiting^ 
RUSTON is employed. RUSTON was searched as were his 
items were seize^. 



llance 
Chapel 
JON 
team 
Lopez, J. 
iDlames K. 

United 



Deputy 



RSS 



belongings 



5:37 AM 
unit transported 
processed into t 



, - A Carrollton Police Departinent (CPD) 
RUSTON to the Carrollton City Jail, 
ae jail. 



6:15 
DUSM Schneider, 
interviewed. 



7:30 
escorted by CPD 



wheire 



aM - RUSTON is advised of his rights by 
RUSTON agreed to waive his rights and 



At«I - The interview was concluded, and 
personnel to a jail cell.. 



taYMtigation on 05/22/2004 at Farmers Branch, Texas 



m 



, where 

, no 



patrol 
he 



i 



kh Ellis and 
be 



RUSTON' was 



p-u« flqR-r)L-101826 Date dictated 05/28/2004 

'"'^ SSA Armando Lr^andez, ^As Rolando k. L opez, J. ferooke bonahue, 
by Diana Tenaglia, JE. Danielle Aleman and James K. Ellis __ 



This document conttins neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



It is the property of the FBI and is loaited to your agency; 



